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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH{S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timety. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 February 2004 , 
2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 6-14 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 6-14 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (0. 
a)n All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) D Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) n Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(syMail Date . 



4) n Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(syMall Date. . 

5) CH Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark GfTice 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This is response to the applicant's amendment filed on February 19, 2004, wherein: 
Claims 6-14 are currently pending, 
Claims 1-5 have been canceled, 
Claims 6-14 are newly added. 



2. The proposed reply filed on February 19, 2004 is unsigned. The appUcant is reminded to 
sign any future amendments. 

3. The applicant has amended the title of the invention and this amendment is acceptable. 

Specification 

4. The amendment filed February 19, 2004 is objected to under 35 U.S. C. 132 because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure and into the abstract. 35 U.S.C. 132 states that no 
amendment shall introduce new nfiatter into the disclosure of the invention. Applicant is required 
to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 



5. The applicant has filed many versions of the specification and the drawings. Any 
amendment that was filed that introduces new matter into the disclosure is objected to under 35 
U.S.C. 132. 35 U.S.C. 132 states that no amendment shall introduce new matter into the 
disclosure of the invention. The added material which is not supported by the original disclosure 
is as follows: Some of the new matter introduced in the specification and there still have been 



Response to Amendment 



Drawing 
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numerous drawings added. The examiner still is not sure which of the drawings that the 
applicant is claiming as his original disclosure. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 



Abstract 

The applicant has amended the abstract. Applicant is reminded of the proper content of 

an abstract of the disclosure. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the patent and 
should include that which is new in the art to which the invention pertains. If the patent is of a 
basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be new in the art, and the abstract should be 
directed to the entire disclosure. If the patent is in the nature of an improvement in an old 
apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract should include the technical disclosure 
of the in5)rovement. In certain patents, particularly those for conpounds and compositions, 
wherein the process for making and/or the use thereof are not obvious, the abstract should set 
forth a process for making and/or use thereof If the new technical disclosure involves 
modifications or alternatives, the abstract should mention by way of example the preferred 
modification or altemative. 

The abstract should not refer to purported merits or speculative appHcations of the 
invention and should not compare the invention with the prior art. 

Where applicable, the abstract should include the following: 

(1) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should not be given. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not 
exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape 
used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, 
such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure 
sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text 
for details. 
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The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

Appropriate correction as to the abstract is required. 



6. Claims 6-14 are objected to because of the following informalities: The claims are not 
written in proper format. AppHcant should refer to MPEP Section 608.01(m). Appropriate 
correction is required. 

MPEP 608. 01 (m) states: 

The claim or claims must commence on a separate sheet and should appear after the 
detailed description of the invention. While there is no set statutory form for claims, the 
present Office practice is to insist that each claim must be the object of a sentence 
starting with "I (or we) claim," "The invention claimed is" (or the equivalent). If, at the 
time of allowance, the quoted terminology is not present, it is inserted by the Technology 
Center (TC) technical support staff Each claim begins with a capital letter and ends with 
a period. Periods may not be used elsewhere in the claims except for abbreviations. See 
Fressola v. Manbeck, 36 USPQ2d 121 1 (D.D.C. 1995). Where a claim sets forth a 
plurality of elements or steps, each element or step of the claim should be separated by a 
line indentation, 37 CFR 1.75(i). 



The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact temis as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 



Claim Objections 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
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7. Claims 6-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, 
or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 6-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The examiner is unclear as whether the appUcant is claiming a 
method or apparatus and what method or apparatus the apphcant is claiming. 

9. Claims 6-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential elements or essential method steps, such omission 
amounting to a gap between the elements or the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01. The applicant 
has failed to provide a detailed description of the invention in that applicant has failed to indicate 
what the essential elements or steps are in the invention 

The Exammer finds that because claim(s) 6-12 are replete with 35 U.S.C. 112 2'''^ 
paragraph indefiniteness rejections, it is difficult if not impossible to completely construe 
claim scope at this time. However, in accordance with MPEP §2173.06 and the USPTO's 
policy of providing art rejections even though the claim(s) contain 35 U.S.C. 112 2^** 
paragraph rejections, the claims are construed and the art is applied as much as practically 
possible. As noted below, Applicant(s) are invited to contact the Examiner if additional 
assistance is needed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and usefiil improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

10. Claims 6-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The basis of this rejection is set forth in a two-prong test of 

(1) whether the invention is within the technological arts; and 

(2) whether the invention produces a useful, concrete, and tangible result. 

For a claimed invention to be statutory, the claimed invention must be within the 
technological arts. Mere ideas in the abstract (i.e., abstract idea, law of nature, natural 
phenomena) that do not apply, involve, use, or advance the technological arts fail to promote the 
"progress of science and the useful arts" (i.e., the physical sciences as opposed to social sciences, 
for example) and therefore are found to be non-statutory subject matter. For a process claim to 
pass muster, the recited process must somehow apply, involve, use, or advance the technological 
arts. 

In the present case, claims 6-14 only recites an abstract idea. The recited steps of 
identifying, collecting information, and linking to reservations do not apply, involve, use, or 
advance the technological arts since all of the recited steps can be performed in the mind of the 
user or by use of a pencil and paper. These steps only constitute abstract ideas. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the Uoited States. 

11. Claims 6-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Lane (US 
Patent 5,623,552). 

Lane discloses a method and apparatus for identification (col. 2, lines 11-13), with 
information on the card (col. 2, lines 1 1-15), which captures fingerprints (col. 2, lines 16-43, Fig. 
14), with links to an authenticator for verification and vahdation (col. 2, lines 29-36, col. 5, line 
62 thru col. 6, line 12) .which has the ability to challenge the vaUdity (Fig. 14). 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an apphcation filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 



12. Claims 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wu (US 
2003/0158762). 
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Wu discloses an identification system and method which comprises a smart card that uses 
biometric information for airline passenger security linked to FBI and CIA computer systems 
(page 1 {0008, 0010, 0011, 0012, 0013]. 

13. Claims 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Seifert (US 
2003/0112120). 

Seifert discloses an biometric identification system and method [page 2 [0014-17] on a 
card [0018]for use in security linked to credit cards and the govemment (page 4 [0028]. 

14. Claims 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Cockerham 
(US 2003/0128099). 

Cockerham discloses an electronic read pass card with biometric information (Fig. 4) 
connected to law enforcement databases (Fig. 5) to provide security for airports. 

15. Claims 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kelly et. aL 
(US 2003/0127511) 

Kelly discloses a method and apparatus for providing heightened airport security 
which provides an information card (Fig. 5) with fingerprints (Fig. 5) which is adapted to 
communicate with govemment databases (page 1 [0007]). 

16. Claims 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sehr (US 
Patent 6,386,451). 
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Sehr discloses a travel system and method which provides biometric identification 
of the cardholders and other travel related information which can be verified and 
vaUdated and which provides information as to travel rights, service entitlement, and 
admission to transportation means (abstract , col. 3, lines 60-64, col. 4, hne 30 thru col. 5, 
line 13) 



Response to Arguments 

17. Applicant provided no response to arguments in the February 19, 2004 amendment. 

Applicant should submit an argument under the heading "Remarks" pointing out 
disagreements with the examiner's contentions. AppUcant must also discuss the references 
appUed against the claims, explaining how the claims avoid the references or distinguish from 
them 
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Conclusion 



TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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^ Art Unit: 3629 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jan Mooneyham whose telephone number is (703) 305-8554. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (703) 308-2702. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an appUcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



JM 




